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best antidote to high crime, juvenile 
crime that occurs in the afternoons 
after school. It is a no-brainer. We 
know if kids are kept occupied after 
school, it keeps them out of trouble. 
We have seen these programs work. We 
have seen that juvenile crime occurs 
between 3 and 6 p.m. If children are en-
gaged in stimulating activity after 
school, it helps. 

President Clinton and the Democrats 
have been trying to ensure that the 1 
million children who are waiting for 
afterschool programs, in fact, get after-
school programs. After reading press 
reports, I am glad to report to my col-
leagues that this looks as if it is on the 
way. However, we still have a major 
disagreement on school construction. I 
have seen some of our schools that are 
falling apart. Again, I hope we can 
reach agreement on this crucial issue. 

The two candidates for President 
have been arguing over education. The 
good news is that education is the 
topic of the day. It is important, when 
we realize we have to import people to 
come into this country to take the 
high-tech jobs, and what a tragedy it is 
that our young people are not trained. 
So education is key. 

Of course, there is an argument be-
tween the two candidates on whether 
or not education should be a national 
priority, which is Vice President 
GORE’s view, or Governor Bush’s view 
that really the National Government 
should not get very involved. This is a 
key distinction. 

I side with Dwight Eisenhower, a Re-
publican President, who said it is cru-
cial to our national defense to have 
education as a top priority and to 
make sure that our young people are 
educated in math, science, and reading, 
everything they have to know—even in 
those days before high tech. I think 
Vice President GORE is correct. 

There is also a flap over some claims 
that the Texas students were doing 
really well. It turns out that the inde-
pendent Rand report issued just yester-
day says, in fact, those Texas students 
were not tested with national tests. If 
one looks at the national tests, they 
are just not making it. Clearly, this 
education issue is going to go on. 

I come here as a member of the For-
eign Relations Committee to talk 
about another issue, a very important 
issue, and that is an issue that is being 
debated in the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee right now. I am not on the par-
ticular subcommittees that are holding 
this hearing, but it seems to me the 
hearing going on about U.S.-Russia 
policy in 1995 are really aimed at try-
ing to take a hit at Vice President 
GORE. 

It is interesting that Republican offi-
cials who are speaking up 2 weeks be-
fore the election never even talked 
about the agreement that came out of 
those meetings in 1995. They did not 
talk about them for 5 years, but 2 

weeks before an election they are out 
there trying to hurt the Vice Presi-
dent. This is politics at its very worst. 

Frankly, what we ought to be talking 
about is foreign policy in the years 2000 
and 2001 in this century because some 
of the comments made by Governor 
Bush and his advisers are raising all 
kinds of alarms throughout the world. 
It is important that they be put on the 
table. These remarks have to do with 
the U.S. policy in the Balkans. Advis-
ers to Governor Bush have followed up 
on his statements he made in the last 
debate that if he was elected President, 
he would negotiate for the removal of 
all U.S. peacekeeping troops from the 
Balkans. As one can imagine, this an-
nouncement has set off alarms in cap-
itals of our European allies who rightly 
believe that such a policy would weak-
en and divide NATO. 

One of the things that alarmed me 
about Governor Bush’s comments was 
he said our military is really there to 
fight wars and win wars, not to keep 
the peace; that is our role. That puts 
our people in a very difficult position 
because if, in fact, we have a situation 
where suddenly our military is no 
longer involved in peacekeeping but 
only in fighting, then I think our 
NATO allies will say: OK, you do the 
fighting, we will do the peacekeeping. 
And it means that our troops will be in 
harm’s way and our pilots will be in 
harm’s way. This is a great concern to 
me. 

According to today’s New York 
Times, Lord Robertson, the NATO Sec-
retary General, has regularly told vis-
iting American Congressmen that the 
Bush proposal could undermine the 
whole idea of risk sharing, which is 
precisely the glue that holds our alli-
ance together. 

The Washington Post quotes one Eu-
ropean Ambassador saying: 

If the U.S. says it will not perform certain 
tasks, then the basic consensus of ‘‘all for 
one and one for all’’ begins to unravel. . . . 
The integrated military command could fall 
apart and so would [our] alliance. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a unanimous consent 
request? 

Mrs. BOXER. I will be happy to yield 
as long as I do not lose time and do not 
lose my right to the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ENZI. I thank the Senator from 
California. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—THE CONTINUING RESO-
LUTION 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that at 4:30 p.m. today, 
provided that the Senate has received 
the papers, the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the 1-day continuing 
resolution, and no amendments or mo-
tions be in order, and that the Senate 

proceed to an immediate vote on final 
passage of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mrs. BOXER. Reserving the right to 
object, I just want to find out if this 
was cleared on our side. 

Mr. ENZI. This was cleared on both 
sides. 

Mrs. BOXER. Then I have no objec-
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ENZI. In light of this agreement, 
the first vote today will occur at 4:30 
p.m. 

I thank the Senator. 
Mrs. BOXER. I thank my friend. 

f 

POLITICS AND ELECTIONS 

Mrs. BOXER. Let me take us back 
from before the unanimous consent re-
quest was made and kind of summarize 
where I was going. 

We had a statement by Governor 
Bush. The statement was that he want-
ed to see all of those peacekeeping 
troops come home from the Balkans. 
He said we should not be involved in 
peacekeeping, only in fighting. As a 
member of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, I am concerned and clearly our 
NATO allies are concerned. Lord Rob-
ertson, the NATO Secretary General, 
again, has said this could undermine 
our relationship with our NATO alli-
ance. 

The Washington Post says one Euro-
pean Ambassador was quoted as saying: 
If the U.S. says it will not perform cer-
tain tasks, then the basic consensus of 
NATO begins to unravel. 

Now, I remember being very sur-
prised, because I was at the second de-
bate, when Governor Bush made the 
point that we were carrying the load in 
the Balkans in terms of the peace-
keeping troops. I knew that was incor-
rect. The fact is, American troops are 
no more than 20 percent of the total. 
American aid represents no more than 
20 percent of what is being provided to 
Bosnia and Kosovo. 

I would hate to see us walk away 
from peacekeeping and tell everyone 
we are the fighters; and then have our 
allies say: OK, you do the fighting; we 
do the peacekeeping. It is of great con-
cern to me. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD 
some editorials that have been written 
on this subject by the New York Times, 
the Washington Post, and USA Today. 

There being no objection, the edi-
torials were ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, Oct. 24, 2000] 
RISKING NATO 

Gov. George W. Bush wants a new ‘‘division 
of labor’’ within NATO, the U.S.-European 
alliance that has helped keep the peace for 
the past half-century. His proposal would 
more likely lead to a division of NATO 
itself—to the end of the alliance. 
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